MODERN    TRAVANOORE
Tinnevelly. Here there are gaps and lacunae which are natural in the erratic course of events. No doubt, the spade of the archaeologist has done its work, which has added to the stock of our knowledge. In spite of all that, we have no definitely authentic records for giving a < connected narrative which will lead us on tb reliable historical conclusions. What one is forced to presume is that there were serious conflicts between Travancore and the Pandyan rulers and the Cholas. Both these powers are said to have extended their sway over this part of the West Coast. There appears to exist a theory that the Pandyan and Chola kings joined hands for purposes of aggression and that in this attempt the Cher a kings of Travancore were reduced to a position of subordination. But a more careful and patient reading of history has revealed that the above theory is wrong. For, it is held by one school of South Indian historians that the Pan-dyans and Cholas held sway over Kanyakumari and the adjoining tracts which now form the southern part of Travancore. But it has to be remembered, that, during* those days, these tracts lay outside the limits of Venad arid that it was only after 320 M. E. that the kings of Venad were able to extend the limits of their dominions further south of Kottar which was a frontier military station of the Chola emperors for a long time. Another fact to be reckoned with in this connection is that researches Have shown that the southernmost portion of what is now described as South Travancore belonged to the Ay Kings from whom it passed on to the possession of the Pandyas and the? Cholas In succession. It was after the disruption of the central authority of the Choirs that Travancore was able to annex Kariyaktlmari arid thfe neighbouring traetstb its dominioii& :'-:: - :::; r :;. ;,:
It is thus seen that among tlie early Kings who maintained tlie independence^! Venad Wstf Sri V^llabhan Eotha ^ho is